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the intervention of a player. In one of the quotations from
Engels which I gave earlier, he says: The means of getting rid
of the incongruities that have been brought to light, must also
be present^ in a more or less developed condition, within the
changed modes of production themselves.* This 'must* betrays
a relic of the Hegelian belief that logic rules the world. Why
should the outcome of a conflict in politics always be the
establishment of some more developed system? This has not,
in fact, been the case in innumerable instances. The barbarian
invasion of Rome did not give rise to more developed economic
forms, nor did the expulsion of the Moors from Spam, or the
destruction of the Albigenses in the South of France. Before the
time of Homer the Mycenaean civilization had been destroyed, and
it was many centuries before a developed civilization again emerged
in Greece. The examples of decay and retrogression are at least
as numerous and as important in history as the examples of
development. The opposite view, which appears in the works of
Marx and Bngels> is nothing but nineteenth-century optimism.
This is a matter of practical as well as theoretical importance.
Communists always assume that conflicts between Coinmunism
and capitalism, while they may for a time result in partial vic-
tories for capitalism, must in the end lead to the establish-
ment of Communism. They do not envisage another possible
result, quite as probable, namely, a return to barbarism. We all
know that modern war is a somewhat serious matter, and that
in the next world war it is likely that large populations will
be virtually exterminated by poison gases and bacteria. Can h
be seriously supposed that after a war hi which the great centres
of population ynd most important industrial plant fo*"1 been
wiped out, the remaining population would be in a mood to
establish scientific cftTTHTH?T"STft? Is it not practically certain
that the survivors would be in a mood of gibbering and
superstitious brutality, fighting all against all for the last turnip
or the last mangel-wurzel? Marx used to do his work in the
British Museum, but after the Great War the British Government
placed a tank just outside the museum, presumably to teach the
intellectuals their place. Communism is a highly intellectual,
highly civilized doctrine, which can, it is true, be established* as
it was in Russia, after a slight preliminary skirmish, such as
that of 1914-18, but hardly after a really serious war. I am afraid
the dogmatic optimism of the Communist doctrine must be
regarded as a relic of Vktorianisnx

